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OPERATION ABOLITION: 
THE FIGHT CONTINUES 


The Communist Worker, January 29, 1961, carried another article proclaiming a continued 
fight against the House Committee on Un-American Activities. Entitled Fight on UnAmericans Due 
In House Appropriations Unit, the article said, ‘The next big fight against the House UnAmericans 
will take place in the House Appropriations Committee in the next few days. Rep. James Roosevelt 
(D. Calif.) has announced that he will appear before the committee to urge that the appropriation for 
the House UnAmerican Activities Committee be eliminated.” 











The article went on to mention that other groups joining the abolition plan were The American 
Civil Liberties Union, the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee, and the newly organized National Com- 
mittee to Abolish the House UnAmerican Activities Committee. 


Frank Wilkinson, field representative for the NCAHUAC recently completed his third coast-to- 
coast tour to organize action against the House group. However, unless he does a better job than was 
accomplished by the handful of pickets who showed up at the January 2, Washington Abolitionist rally, 
he will kave little to show for his travels. While the Communist press lauded the plans for the picket- 
ing, and had hopes of masses of demonstrators, only 212 actually turned out. These 212 were picketed 
themselves by over 400 anti-Communist pickets, many of them members of the new Young Americans 
For Freedom group. 


Operation Abolition: Truth or Fiction? 


At the center of the battle for and against the HCUA is the film Operation Abolition which 
clearly depicts the student demonstrations which erupted at the HCUA hearings in San Francisco last 
May. Primarily, the criticism of the film centers on two complaints: (1) That the committee did not 
present a truthful picture of the rioting — thus implying that the students were inspired and incited by 
Communists, and (2) that the whole purpose of the film is to gain support for the committee through 
propaganda. 


These charges are promoted in many of the nation’s left-wing newspapers. For instance, The 
Washington Post \abeled the film a “falsification of facts,” ‘forgery by film,” ‘“mendaciously distorted,” 





“highly colored and questionable,” “a piece of propa- 
ganda,” and a “curious little film fraud” with a “highly 
loaded running commentary.” They further charged 
that the film “warps the truth” and “makes a dirty 
joke of the congressional investigating power.” The 
Post also contends that the Communists had nothing 
to do with the instigation, organization, or leadership 
of the student rioters. 


A Lesson To Be Learned 


Now what are the facts? In his official report on 
the riots, entitled Communist Target — Youth, F.B.I. 
director J. Edgar Hoover reported: 


“It is vitally important to set the record straight on 
the extent to which Communists were responsible for 
the disgraceful and riotous conditions which prevailed 
during the HCUA hearings. It is vitally important that 
not only the students involved in that incident, but also 
students throughout the Nation whom Communists 
hope to exploit in similar situations, recognize the Com- 
munist tactics which resulted in what experienced West 
Coast observers familiar with Communist strategy and 
tactics have termed the most successful Communist coup 
to occur in the San Francisco area in 25 years.” 


The report further stated: 


“Immediately after the affair ended, the party’s 
national leader, Gus Hall, congratulated the West 
Coast comrades for the initiative and leadership they 
displayed at all stages of the demonstrations. 


“The Communists demonstrated in San Francisco 
just how powerful a weapon Communist infiltration is. 
They revealed how it is possible for only a few Com- 
munist agitators, using mob psychology, to turn peace- 
ful demonstrations into riots. Their success there must 
serve as a warning that their infiltration efforts aimed 
not only at the youth and student groups but also at 
our labor unions, churches, professional groups, artists, 
newspapers, government, and the like, can create havoc 
and shatter our internal security.” 


The Communists have ostentatiously proclaimed 
their right to engage in legal propaganda for their 
cause. They would, however, seek to stifle the other 
side of the story as represented by the film Operation 
Abolition. As long as this is a truthful presentation of 
actual events as they happened, and they have been 
proven to be just that, the HCUA has every right not 
only to produce the film but to encourage the citizens 
of the nation to see it. 


The Duped Speak Up 


The extent to which some Americans will go to 
distort the truth and influence the thinking of the 
citizenry is typified by Dr. Joseph B. Hunter of Little 
Rock, Arkansas. Dr. Hunter is executive secretary of 
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the Arkansas Council of Churches and a state delegate’ 
to the National Council of Churches triennial meeting” 
in San Francisco in December. : 


The Arkansas Democrat, December 26, 1960, re. 
ported an interview with Dr. Hunter. We quote: 


“In his opinion the film ‘Operation Abolition’ is a 
complete distortion of facts and a deliberate propagan- 
da move by the House Committee on Un-American’ 
Activities and the F.B.I. 


cee 


I think that the FBI and the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities got together and subpoenaed) 
a group of persons, hired a film company and then went! 
out to San Francisco to make a propaganda movie in an 
effort to help the HCUA get their financial appropria- 
tions next month from Congress,’ Dr. Hunter declared. 


“Hunter continued, ‘Not very many people are in 
favor of this committee, you know, and they really’ 
don’t have a very easy time of getting their appropria-| 
tions. 


““T don’t think that Hoover (FBI Director J. Edgar 
Hoover) would approve if he knew all of the facts con- 
cerning the demonstrations out in San Francisco and 
if he had seen the film itself.’ 


NCC — Misinformation Agency 


“Hunter said that he based his opinion on informa-: 
tion that he received at the annual National Council! 
of Churches meeting at San Francisco last month and 
on his own observations of the House Committee for) 
Un-American Activities and the FBI. 


ee’ 


After all,’ Hunter said, ‘the FBI is just a secret’ 
police network which infringes on the individual rights 
of man.’” 


If this last statement is an example of the informa- 
tion he received at the annual National Council of, 
Churches meeting, someone had better tell him to 
stay out of the news or the public might finally wake 
up to the real nature and objective of the National, 
Council of Churches. 


Evidently, Dr. Hunter took the word of the NCC 
leaders without question and obviously without any 
further investigation or he most certainly would not 
have suggested that FBI director Hoover would not 
approve if he knew the facts. Does Dr. Hunter know 
more of the facts than Mr. Hoover? And Dr. Hunter 
would also know that footage for the film Operatiom 
Abolition was taken by T.V. stations KRON andj 
KPIX of San Francisco. 


In testimony to the Committee on Un-Americafl 
Activities at San Francisco on May 14, 1960, Ohio 
Representative Gordon H. Scherer said: 

(See “ABOLITION” Page 7) 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical 
areas of the world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts 
that have not been made fully public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, 


U.S.A. Ret. MacArthur’s Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. 


SINGAPORE (1942)—BERLIN (1960): 
A WARNING 


It is said that people are tired of war memoirs. The 
missile age is upon us and even World War II is obso- 
lete. This is a complete fallacy. The missile is only an 
advanced form of artillery, as aircraft is merely a me- 
dium for bomb deliveries. Armament is constantly 
changing and (possibly) improving but there is one 
factor that remains static: Men and their reactions in 
war. This is largely what “Fortress: The Siege and Fall 
of Singapore” is about. A recent and disturbing book, 
it deals with men in action; in combat; human nature 
in the depressive havoc of defeat-fatigue to the breaking 


point; psychological pressures that are alien to normal 
living; faulty leadership responsible for the decline of 
the West. 


These same factors were currently evident in other 
places— notably in Pearl Harbor and to a lesser de- 
gree in Corregidor — which lasted much longer than 
Singapore and with infinitely less resources. Conversely, 
there was the defense of another “fortress” in the Span- 
ish Civil War (1936) that is a glorious chapter of 
human resistance — the defense of the Alcazar of To- 
ledo. The comparisons are devastating in the realm of 
morale, leadership and determination. 


The selection of a localized incident in a war con- 
sidered “obsolete” strikes me as a brilliant piece of 
editorial judgment. If Singapore was a composite 
debacle of many factors, the West is facing another 
one with identical corrosive ingredients: Berlin as of 
1960. This devastating and explosive situation makes 
“Fortress” an important and valuable study because 
certain practical conclusions might yet be drawn, al- 
though the current Leadership of the West is about 
on a par with that of Percival of Singapore. There is 
one silver lining to the cloud of Singapore: the West 
recovered from its depth of humiliation and Yamashita, 
the “Tiger of Malaya,” was hung in symbolic retribu- 
tion for the barbaric murder of prisoners, nurses, med- 
ical personnel and non-combatants. This is the type 
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of oriental savagery which our Russian “Ally” prac- 
ticed in Berlin in 1945 and which we have most re- 
cently observed in the Sino-Korean War of 1950/51. 


A competent British writer, Kenneth Attiwill, a 
Singapore veteran himself, has reconstructed the story 
of what Churchill described as “the worst disaster and 
largest capitulation in British History.” The debacle 
of Dunkirk in 1940 was more numerically extensive but 
the heroes of that battle did not finally surrender. They 
escaped. Corregidor, an antiquated fortress, lasted from 
December 1941 to May 1942, with completely in- 
adequate equipment. American official plans never 
expected more than 180 days, i. e., six months of 
resistance. We almost made it — December 7, 1941 to 
May 6, 1942—five months. The story of Singapore 
is distressingly different. On January 31, 1942, the 
remnants of the British forces who had retreated down 
the length of the Malay Peninsula filed into Singapore 
Island and prepared for a siege defense. Fourteen days 
later, on February 15, 1942, Lieut. Gen. A. E. Percival 
signed the instrument of surrender to General Yama- 
shita, Commander of the Japanese 25th Army. The 
shock was felt around the world. What had happened? 
Why did it happen? This book is the definitive reply 
to very embarrassing questions based on official dis- 
patches (an attempt at whitewashing a sepulcher! ), on 
written reminiscences of eyewitnesses and through in- 
numerable interviews readily obtainable by someone 
who was there himself. 


The British and Japanese were approximately equal 
in strength. The Japanese had the initiative plus su- 
perior air and naval support. The first lesson perhaps, 
can be drawn from the early defeat of the British air 
forces —a relatively small number of obsolescent, slow 
planes — while the Japs threw in at least three times 
that number of “Zero” types of unexpected speed and 
efficiency. Many of us remember the pre-Pearl Harbor 
picture of the Japanese— small men with silly grins 
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and heavy-rimmed spectacles who could not shoot 
straight, who could not sail ships and who could not fly 
aircraft. The Commander In Chief — Far East, Sir 
Robert Brooke-Popham, is on record on the eve of the 
Japanese landings in North Malaya: “...The Jap does 
not know which way to turn. Tojo is scratching his 
head. Japan is not going to attack anyone.” He added 
“that his greatest worry had been fighter craft. He 
was satisfied with the ‘Brewster Buffaloes.’ They haven’t 
got the speed for England. Let England have the ‘Spit- 
fires’ and ‘Tornadoes.’ ‘Buffaloes’ are good enough for 
Malaya.” Few people were worried on Singapore on 
December 7, 1941. The luxurious pattern of living 
went on undisturbed. At 4:00 p.m. bombs began to 
fall on the city. The four ensuing installments of de- 
feat were (1) in strategy; (2) at sea; (3) in the air 
and (4) on the land. The general strategy was to move 
north, to the Border of Siam, stop the Japanese on the 
Kra Isthmus and/or fight delaying actions down the 
Peninsula. The Japs got there first. 


When the Japanese began their air attacks, the 
British had 110 aircraft on airfields in northern Ma- 
laya. The Japanese operated with 530 aircraft and in 
less than twenty-four hours had paralyzed the British 
air effort. 


On the eve of invasion day (Dec. 8th), a naval 
Task Force moved out to sea: the battleship “Prince 
of Wales,” the battle cruiser “Repulse” and four de- 
stroyers. The commander was warned before he sailed 
that it might not be possible to give his ships fighter 
protection. As on land, the Admiral had underestimated 
Japanese efficiency. No doubt his ships would have 
eventually been attacked in port, though better pro- 
tected. The Japanese 2d Air Flotilla, 34 bombers and 
51 torpedo bombers manned by crack pilots especially 
trained in bombing and torpedo attacks — went into 
action. Shortly after noon, both “Repulse” and “Prince 
of Wales” were sinking after repeated hits from torpedo 
bombers. For some unexplained reasons, the ships main- 
tained radio silence. Finally, eleven “Buffaloes” on 
Singapore runways were ordered to the scene. Like 
everything else in the defense of Malaya it was too late. 


The defeat was less easily pin-pointed—a col- 
lection of errors and omissions and definitive initial 
shortages: the Air had 141 operable aircraft (435 be- 
low the estimates of Malaya command); all were obso- 
lete types. The Army was 17 divisions below minimum 
strength agreed on by the Chiefs of Staff. In efficiency, 
the discrepancy was even greater. Gen. Percival re- 
ported: “... Most of our troops were inexperienced . . . 
the regular units had been diluted —lack of leaders 
reached a dangerously low level—no units had any 
training in jungle warfare before reaching Malaya... 
troops were too fatigued to build their own defense — 
the Army competed with industry for local labor . . . 
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soldiers had to do coolie work at the expense of train- 
ing.” Local (Singapore) labor could have been con- 
scripted at any time. 


The Japs on the other hand, had not only three 
years of combat experience but were especially trained 
for jungle warfare. The march down the Peninsula was 
largely one of co-ordinated frontal attacks and deep 
enveloping movements, with landings on the adjacent 
coast. Less than a regiment of Japanese, supported by 
tanks (which were not expected) defeated the 11th 
Indian Division and drove it from their initial positions, 
The rapid spread of panic became a noteworthy feature: 
“troops were tired — officers and men moved like auto- 
matons exposed to unopposed bombing and machine 
gunning. British air support was spotty; the aircraft 
employed were 99 m.p.h. ‘Vildebeests’ known to the 
R.A.F. as ‘flying coffins!’ In the welter of this con- 
tinuous retreat, there was one symbol that the troops 
held before them: Singapore, the indestructable for- 
tress, the bastion that would offer shelter, rest and re- 
cuperation. It was a “myth,” and when dissolved, the 
impact was shattering. 


Corregidor did not play such a sinister role, though 
there is a deceptive parallel. Corregidor, an island, was 
defended from advanced positions on a peninsula 
(Bataan) like Singapore (an island) was defended 
initially from avanced positions in Malaya (a penin- 
sula). There the parallel ends. Singapore fell in 14 
days, Corregidor in five months. Singapore was not a 
fortress. The coasts facing the Straits of Johore were, 
when war broke out, completely undefended. The fixed 
defenses of Singapore were situated to repel a sea at- 
tack. Only a few guns could be traversed to fire north- 
ward. The beach defenses covered the South coast 
against expected landing from troop transports. There 
were no defenses at all on the north coast of Singapore 
Island, the position most vulnerable to an attack from 
the land. Such was the nakedness of Singapore on 
December 8, 1941. Churchill saw this more clearly 
from a distance. Here is part of his blistering com- 
ment: “. .. I must confess to being staggered. It 
never occurred to me that the gorge (Johore Straits), 
half a mile to a mile wide, was not fortified against an 
attack from the North. What is the use of having an 
island for a fortress if it is not to be made into a citadel? 
To construct a line of detached works with searchlights 
and cross-fire combined with immense wiring and ob- 
struction of the swamp areas to enable the fortress 
guns to dominate enemy batteries placed in Johore, was 
an elementary peace-time provision, incredible (in the 
Negative) in a fortress that has been twenty years 
building. How much mote should the necessary field 
works have been constructed during the 24 years of 
the present war? In meetings over the last two years 
I have repeatedly shown that I relied upon the (close) 
defense of Singapore Island— and never have relied 
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upon the Kra Isthmus plan. Merely to have seaward 
batteries and no fixed defenses to protect their rear is 
not to be excused. I warn you, this will be one of the 
greatest scandals.” 


The debacle of Singapore is now almost twenty 
years old. It took twenty years to build up the Singa- 
pore Naval Base and it was lost in two weeks — or two 
months if we include the time from the Malaya land- 
ings. The Japanese were ready, fully equipped, highly 
trained and with a tight command and communica- 
tions structure. The British-Australian-Indian forces 
were not qualified in that particular. We raise the 
question if the Allies today, in 1960, are in better shape 
along the crucial front; Denmark-Switzerland the 
front where the Kremlin has massed its greatest force 
and where it has challenged the West on the issue of 
Berlin? There is a sinister resemblance between Singa- 
pore and Berlin. The Russian superiority in convention- 
al forces is roughly 3 to 1, or 21 Allied divisions facing 
60/70 Russ-Czech-East German divisions. There is 
equality in pursuit and bomber types. The “deterrent” 
is present in our S.A.C. but probably offset or partially 
balanced by Russian mid-range missile emplacements 
along the line: Riga-Warsaw-Prague-Budapest. West- 
ern leadership is vacillating. West European perform- 
ances in matching Russian manpower and armament 
is below par. As of June 24th, the “Senate Prepared- 
ness Subcommittee” headed by Senator Lyndon B. John- 
son (D-Tex.) made some startling disclosures, as re- 
gards the modernization of the American Army. The 
document warns that the U. S. Army (outnumbered 2.5 
to 1 by Soviets) has a new organization, “the Pentomic 
Divisions,” tailored to fight a nuclear war — but that 
troops are still largely equipped with World War II 
weapons while the Soviet units have been completely 
modernized since World War II. This sounds almost 
as bad as Sir Percival’s report on shortages prior to the 
Singapore campaign. Some of the deficiencies are listed, 
viz: 


1. Only about 1/6th of the soldiers are equipped 
with the new M-14 rifle. 


2. Only one-third of the Army requirements for the 
new M-60 machine gun have been met so far. 


3. Only a fraction of the required number of the 
new M-60 battle tanks are on order. 


4. At present, only one-fifth of the new amphibious 
armored personnel carriers are under contract. 


5. None of the new 105-mm and/or 155-mm self 
propelled howitzers are on order. 


6. There is a deficiency in the new 90-mm recoilless 
rifles needed in front-line combat against enemy 
tanks. 

(See “WARNING” Page 6) 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


Human Rights and Exile: 


Radio Free Europe 
By HANS SCHUTZ M.D.B. 


Basic Human Rights 


Expellees are to be pitied. Anyone forced to leave 
his home, in danger to life and limb, deserves our sin- 
cerest sympathy. I can even feel for those emigrant 
expellees who were at one time my bitter political 
opponents. 

The right to asylum is one of the basic human 
rights; so is the right to one’s homeland. Exiles should, 
in their own interest, beware of treating human rights 
lightly. By consigning them to the flames, we burn 
with them the right to asylum. One who breaks a 
“principle” should not complain if the stigma of Cain 
is upon his brow. 

The Case of Mr. Pejskar: Radio Free Europe 


One Mr. Pejskar, employed with “Radio Free Eur- 
ope,” might well ponder this thought. He edits a 
Czech emigre paper “Ceske Slovo” (Czech Word). This 
“Czech Word” was once the official organ of the “Czech 
National Socialists,” the party of Edouard Benes. “Ceske 
Slovo” strives to perpetuate previous policies. On June 
1, 1960 it carried a memorandum of the “Council of 
Free Czechoslovakia” on “Czechoslovak-German rela- 
tions.” This article depicts the expulsion of the Sudeten 
German people (2/3,000,000) as final, as the best and 
only possible solution of the difficulties in that area. 
The Western powers, including the West-German Fed- 
eral Republic, are implored to recognize at long last 
an irrevocable fact. Otherwise, “if the removal of the 
Sudeten Germans (2/3,000,000) should not be con- 
sidered definite, Germany would exclude herself from 
the community of free nations and become a destroyer, 
instead of a co-rebuilder of Europe’s future. The West 
must stick to its agreement on the deportations and re- 
gard the Sudeten German question as settled. For tac- 
tical reasons the free world must reject the demand of 
the Sudeten Germans (to be allowed to return and 
realize the right to their homeland).” 

The Dubious Role of Dr. Zenkl 


These phrases comprise the core of a memorandum 
which for the time being seems to be the last act of the 
“Council of Free Czechoslovakia,” in financial straits 
again despite its dollar-filled cheque-book. “Democ- 
racy and Socialism,” organ of the Czech Social Demo- 
crats in exile, reports in its last issue that the following 
members have voluntarily left the Council: Dr. J. 
Lettrich, chairman of the plenary assembly; F. Nemec; 
Dr. Osusky; Dr. Bellus; Dr. Frastacky; Dr. Hodza (son 
of Milan Hodza); V. Fedinec; Dr. Cerny (son-in-law of 
Swehla and former Minister of the Interior); J. Macek; 
A. Heidrich; Dr. Prochazka; V. Majer. It has also been 
learned that C. Ferentsik, representative of the Car- 
patho-Ukrainians, has likewise quit the Council. 
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In other words, practically all authoritative repre- 
sentatives of the Slovaks, Carpatho-Ukrainians, Czech 
Agrarians, Peoples’ Party, Social Democrats and Arti- 
sans Party have withdrawn. Mr. Zenkl and his party 
friends are the sole remnant. We do not know whether 
the Council ran aground on the memorandum. Nat- 
urally, the men in opposition will not voice their dis- 
agreement aloud. Nobody these days dares to differ 
publicly. Yet there are apparently some who feel 
ashamed of debasing the principle of human rights. The 
memorandum has evidently caused a crisis among 
Czech exiles. The German public, without being overly 
concerned, should lodge a protest against this paper. 


Dr. Zenkl is not only a representative member of 
the “Council of Free Czechoslovakia’; he also presides 
over the “Assembly of Captive European Nations” 
(A.C.E.N.). The delegation of enslaved European na- 
tions hurriedly assured a Munich newspaper that the 
delegation’s Bonn office disavows the memorandum in 
question, and it immediately asked the New York Bu- 
reau to Clarify the statement as being —at the most — 
the opinion of the “Council of Free Czechoslovakia” 
under Dr. Zenk!, but by no means the attitude of 
A.C.E.N. and the great majority of its members. Mr. 
Zenkl and his entourage are traveling a fateful road 
indeed. 


Despite this incident, we shall veer away from the 
idea that in a new Europe genuine reconciliation be- 
tween Germany and her Eastern neighbors is possible. 
About a year ago, in a London exile paper, a Czech 
member of A.C.E.N. compared “the Sudeten Germans 
to withered grass on the roadside to be tread into the 
ground or swept away by the wind.” This remark by a 
Mr. Rehak shows poetical talent but little political in- 
sight. The two millions of Sudeten Germans, impov- 
erished and wrecked in body and soul, who sought ref- 
uge in the West German Federal Republic, did not 
become the political dynamite they were designed for 
by the mighty Stalin and the less mighty Benes. As a 
rule, the expellees proved a valuable and constructive 
element in the economic and political revival of Ger- 
many. They likewise bore witness of their friendship 
for the Czech emigrants who came after them. It is a 
shabby business indeed when the Czechs — now fifteen 
years after the end of the war—try to further the 
cause of Bolshevism by demanding from the free na- 
tions and even the German community, complete dis- 
regard for the just claim of the Sudeten German 
expellees. 


Editor’s Note: The writer, M. Hans Schutz, M.D.B., is a Member of 
the German Parliament (M.D.B.), an influential politician dedicated 
to the restitution of expellees driven from their homes behind the 
Iron Curtain. Born February 14, 1901 in Hemmehubel, in Northern 
Bohemia (Sudetenland). Co-Chairman of the Sudeten German 
Council and member of the Presidium of the Sudeten German Lands- 
mannschaft. Vice-Chairman of the parliamentary fraction of the 
Christian Social Union in the Bonn Bundestag. 


Page 6 


“WARNING” (Continued from Page 5) 


7. Only “hundreds” of the “Davy Crocket” light. 
weight portable atomic weapons are available, 
“Thousands” are required eventually. 


. Shortages are reported in new missile models, 
viz: the “Pershing” and the “Sergeant” types. 


. The report contains a comparison wholly favors 
able to the Russians and criticizes concern over 
missiles and space racing at the expense of equally 
necessary equipment and armament for “limited” 
or conventional warfare at this time. A signifi 
cant item was revealed: Congress voted (las 
year) 383 millions more than Eisenhower asked. 
for Army modernization —but only 43 millions 
were spent. 


“Fortress: The Siege and Fall of Singapore” by Kenneth Attiwill,) 
Doubleday & Company, Inc., New York, N 
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BARBED-WIRE ENTANGLEMENTS AROUND WEST-BERLIN’ 


The border that separates West Berlin from Red East Germany 
has an extent of about 154 kilometers — approximately the linear. 
distance between Frankfurt and Cologne (Koln). The internal 
border between East and West Berlin is about 43 kilometers and is 
controlled, at certain transit points, by Soviet Zone “Volks Polizai’’ 
(the usual Red cliche about ‘ ‘People’s Police”). The remainder of 
the frontier, approximately 111 kilometers, is sealed by barbed-wire 
entanglements in its entire length, reinforced by a strip of 100/200 
feet in depth at points that seem to be frequented by escapees. 
is a veritable “death zone” as armed guards will open machinegun fire 
without warning. 


For some weeks there has been intensified activity along this 
barbed-wire fence. Repair crews are active in strengthening the strip 
and repairing sections that are rusted or have come into disuse. 
work is significantly carried out by the “Ministry of State-Security.” | 
As an index of “co-existence” (with lethal undertones) it should be 
noted that the barbed wire spools are of West-German manufacture | 
under an inter-zonal commercial agreement. 


FEBRUARY 10, 1961 














“ABOLITION” (Continued from Page 2) 


“Approximately three years ago the Communist 
apparatus decided that, if its operations in the United 
States were to be less hampered and more successful, 
it had to get rid of the Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities, discredit the great Director of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation, and generally weaken the FBI’s 
influence and powers. Two and a half years ago, on 
September 20, 1957 to be exact, the Emergency Civil 
Liberties Committee at Carnegie Hall in New York 
City assumed this obligation. Obviously such a cam- 
paign, conducted in the name of the Communist Party 
would be unsuccessful. Since that meeting in Carnegie 
Hall, the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee has 
dedicated itself to three objectives: 


1) To abolish the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities and bring to an end Congressional 
investigations into subversive actions. 


2) To discredit J. Edgar Hoover and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. 


3) To bring about the repeal of the Smith Act, 
the Internal Security Act, and the Communist Control 


Act of 1954.” 


Would Dr. Hunter have been so vociferous in 
denouncing the FBI and the House Committee if he 
knew he was being duped as are so many of the left- 
wing clergymen in the National Council of Churches 
who consistently show their bias even when confronted 
with absolute proof of their distortion? 


The Voice of Authority 


Because Dr. Hunter, and masses of Americans like 
him, obviously do not read the reports published by the 
HCUA and printed by the U.S. Government, the 
WEEKLY CRUSADER is compelled to reprint por- 
tions of those reports on these pages. In that connec- 
tion, Representative Scherer gave further testimony re- 
garding the San Francisco melee. We quote: 


“Now, the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee 
has a high sounding name. Unfortunately, the great 
majority of Americans and some Members of Congress 
are not aware of the nature of this organization. So 
that we may better evaluate and understand what it 
says and does, let me tell you about the Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee. 


“Both the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee 
and the House Committee on Un-American Activities, 
as well as J. Edgar Hoover in his book, ‘Masters of 
Deceit, have found this outfit to be Communist-con- 
trolled and Communist-dominated. Its present chair- 
man, Harvey O’Conner, is an identified Communist, 
presently under indictment for contempt of Congress 
for refusing to answer questions concerning his Com- 
munist activities. 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


“One of the moving forces of the committee is 
Frank Wilkinson, also an identified Communist, who 
has been convicted and sentenced and whose case is 
now on appeal for contempt in refusing to answer about 
his connections with the Communist conspiratorial ap- 
paratus. Wilkinson has a long record of service to the 
Communist cause and is the co-ordinator of the effort 
to bring about the abolition of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities. Frank Wilkinson has been 
here at City Hall (in San Francisco) participating in 
these demonstrations. 


Subversion — A Paid Profession 


“At first the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee 
sent its paid hirelings, Clark Foreman and the notorious 
Frank Wilkinson, into the cities where the Committee 
held its hearings. Clark Foreman in particular, met in 
advance of the hearings with identified Communists 
who had been subpoenaed to testify before the Com- 
mitee. Witnesses were instructed how to avoid answer- 
ing questions of the Committee by making long, Com- 
munist propaganda speeches. They were told how to 
bait, vilify, and harass members. and counsel of the 
Committee on Un-American Activities. 


“Subsequently, the Emergency Civil Liberties Com- 
mittee grew bolder in its attempt to disrupt the hear- 
ings of the Committee on Un-American Activities. 
ECLC sent its people into the cities where hearings 
were to be held a week or more in advance of the hear- 
ings. They drafted petitions against the Committee in 
which the work and objectives of the committee were 
completely misrepresented. Signatures to these peti- 
tions were obtained from well-meaning and some not 
so well meaning citizens of the community. ECLC saw 
that advertisements bitterly attacking the committee 
were placed in local newspapers. Of course, these ‘dis- 
ciples of discord’ did not disclose to the people of the 
community the fact that the Emergency Civil Liberties 
Committee was a Communist-dominated and controlled 
organization.” 


Another statement by Dr. Hunter is: “I don’t think 
that Communism is a threat in this country . . . our 
greatest threat comes from fascism . . . after all those 
students were just voicing their opinions . . . I cannot see 
the purpose of this committee in the first place, because 
the Supreme Court of our country has ruled that it is 
not a crime to be a Communist. So the demonstrations 
that went on in San Francisco were caused by the Com- 
mittee, which had no business being there anyway.” 


Christian Character, Integrity and Loyalty? 


The Greater Little Rock Ministerial Alliance held a 
meeting and twelve of their seventeen member execu- 
tive committee who were present at the meeting, re- 
leased a statement expressing “confidence in the Chris- 
tian character, integrity and loyalty to his country of 
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Dr. J. B. Hunter.” On Jan. 23, 1961, over 50 ministers 
of the greater Little Rock area, representing 17 denomi- 
nations, declared unanimously that the Greater Little 
Rock Ministerial Alliance did not speak for them, nor 
the majority of pastors and churches in the Little Rock 
area. These ministers made their declaration after 
viewing the film Operation Abolition. They voiced a 
unanimous opinion that the resolution adopted by the 
Ministerial Alliance could create the impression that 
“all the ministers of the greater Little Rock area agreed 
with Dr. Hunter and stood behind him.” As the se/f- 
proclaimed voice and conscience of the Protestant 
church, the National Council seeks to employ this subtle 
deception wherever possible. 


The ministers further pointed out that the Minis- 
terial Alliance represented only about 40 dues-paying 
members out of 250 ministers in the Little Rock area. 
In their resolution they stated “having viewed the film 

. we wish it to be known that Dr. Hunter does not 
speak for us... . We do hereby urge and recommend 
that this film be seen by the general public and especial- 
ly in the high schools and colleges of our community 
and throughout the country.” 


A very interesting sidelight to this whole episode 
in Little Rock is the fact that when reporters asked 
one of the pastors who voted against the showing of 
the film if he had seen it, he replied that he hadn’t. 
We wonder if the rest of the ministers were as well 
qualified to pass judgment as this pastor was? 


Film Likened To Castro 
In this same connection, the Youth For Christ 


director in St. Petersburg, Florida booked Operation 
Abolition for showing at one of his youth rallies. Youth 





Books by Dr. Billy James Hargis 


NOW AVAILABLE... 


@ The National Council of Churches Indicts 
Itself on 50 Counts of Treason to God 
EE 


e@ Is the United Nations Subversive? Is the 
National Council of Churches 


Ol OS Se ee eee 50c 

@ Communism and You. —————s—CtstCSCS'S 

@ Communism and Labor! = 25¢ 

@ The Truth About Segregation __ __-_-_—-30c 
° 


Address Orders to: 


CHRISTIAN CRUSADE - Tulsa 2, Okla. 
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For Christ is an interdenominational evangelism pro- 
gram working with youth. George H. Savige, Executive 
Secretary of the United Churches of Greater St. Peters. 
burg, Florida, wote to Dr. Jack Longley, YFC Director, 
and said: 


“... If I were in your place, I would no more sub- 
ject the minds and hearts of my people to this terrible 
film than I would invite Castro to preach in my pulpit. 
May I beg you as one of the fellow Church workers of 
our city, to neither show this film, nor lend your name 
and influence to its appearance to any audience of our 
city. Please excuse me for feeling compelled to express 
to you my mind about this, because you have been and 
are being trusted by Youth and their Parents. This film 
is a travesty.” 


Statement of An Eye-Witness 


San Francisco mayor George Christopher, an eye 
witness of the riots portrayed so aptly in Operation Abo- 
lition, has issued a lengthy statement concerning what 
actually went on at the HCUA.- hearings that have 
created so much controversy. As a final voice of author- 
ity repudiating all of the unfounded and misrepresented 
slurs and innuendoes against the film we quote a por- 
tion of Mayor Christopher’s statement: 


“But I believe the film speaks for itself. If these 
people had not disrupted these meetings — if they had 
not challenged the police — if they had not violated the 
law, there would have been no need for police action. 
Known Communists —and I repeat this emphatically 
— known Communists were in the lead of this demon- 
stration. The students were dupes who join some of 
these causes of agitation, believing it is an innocent and 
harmless expression of civil liberties, not realizing that 
while they are doing this they are at the same time 
violating every precept of the liberties they profess to 
cherish. 


“As much as they may now wish to protest, I must 
say that these people did violate every rule of conduct, 
and the police were left with no alternative other than 
perhaps to be real brutal and do some of the things 
that would have happened had such instances taken 
place in countries such as the Soviet Union, itself. 


“The pictures, I believe, speak for themselves. They 
are true. They are authentic. They tell the real story 
and of course at the same time, they are also most un- 
fortunate — to say the least.” 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER is at a loss to under- 
stand how the National Council of Churches can voice 
its militant objection to Communism and at the same 
time be so completely vocal, through its members, 
against one of the most dedicated and effective Com- 
mittees in the nation exposing the extent of Communist 
subversion. 
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